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1 IDENTIFICATION OF THE INFORMATION COLLECTION
1(8 TITLE OF THE INFORMATION COLLECTION

This document fulfills the Agency's requirements under the Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA)
with regards to determining the regulatory burden associated with the promulgation of the Compliance
Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Rule, to be codified at 40 CFR part 64. It has been assigned EPA
tracking number 1663.02. Thetitle of this Information Collection Request (ICR) is “Information
Collection Request for the 40 CFR Part 64 Compliance Assurance Monitoring Program”

1(b) ABSTRACT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Part 64 of the Code of Federd Regulations (CFR), as defined in the CAM Rule, requires
monitoring, compliance certification, periodic reporting, and recordkeegping information collections by
owners and operators of title VV sources [57 Fed. Reg. 32250-32312] (1992) (codified at 40 C.F.R.
part 70) * with controlled pollutant specific emissions units that have a pre-control potentia to emit
mgor amounts of regulated air pollutants.

CAM identifies two categories of emission units.

. “Large’ pollutant specific emission units: unitstha have the potentia to emit, with
controls, the gpplicable regulated air pollutant in an amount equd to or greater than the amount
required for a source to be classified as a mgor source, and

. “Other” pollutant specific emission units:  the set of remaining affected pollutant specific
emisson units

This andysis differentiates between these two types of units because they are subject to
somewhat different monitoring requirements (e.g., monitoring frequency requirements) and
implementation timetables under part 64.

Upon gpprova by the permitting authority (PA) of the monitoring proposed by the source,
sources use the gpproved monitoring method to collect data. These data provide the basis on which
owners or operators can certify, in accordance with the requirements of the operating permit program,
the compliance of their emissons units with the gpplicable requirements. In addition, these data provide
the bas's on which owners or operators submit monitoring reports on no less than a semi-annud basis.
Congstent with the recordkeeping period established in the operating permit program, CAM requires
sources to store and maintain these data for at least five years.

In the firg three years following promulgation, the information collection and capita investment
requirements of the CAM program will involve only some of the affected pollutant points. When fully
implemented, the Agency estimates the CAM program will involve approximately 9,000 facilities,

1 For purposes of simplicity, this ICR applies the terms “owners and operators’, “firm”, and “sources’ interchangeably.
References to actions or responsibilities of sources or firms should be interpreted as referring to the owners and operators of
that source or firm.
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covering 27,000 emissons units. ThisICR estimates the annualized costs of the CAM Rule over the
firg three years following promulgation a $7.9 million (1995 dollars), and the annua average labor
burden of CAM over the firgt three years following promulgation at 148 thousand hours. The ectivities
at sources leading to these impactsinclude:

. Determination of a monitoring gpproach;

. Ingtdlation and operation of monitoring equipment, if necessary;,
. Adminigtrative burden for recordkeeping and reporting;

. Upgraded operating/maintenance activities,

. Improved quality assurance; and

. Permit feesto cover regulatory costs of the program.

2. NEED FOR AND USE OF THE COLLECTION
2(a) NEED/AUTHORITY FOR THE COLLECTION

EPA decisonsin both the operating permit and CAM programs require thisinformation. The
operaing permit program requires owners or operators of unitsthat emit air pollutants to submit annua
compliance certifications, to submit monitoring results a least semiannudly, and to report deviaions
promptly, but no implementation guidance is provided within the operating permit program. CAM
provides the language to implement these requirements of the operating permits program in a cost-
effective manner.

CAM rule development began in 1991 under the name enhanced monitoring. The Agency firgt
provided notice of enhanced monitoring in the Federal Register of August 1991.

That notice described an approach which addressed the requirement in title V11 of the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 that the EPA promulgate enhanced monitoring and compliance certification
requirements for mgjor sources, and the related requirement in title V' that operating permitsinclude
monitoring, compliance certification, reporting and recordkeeping provisons to assure compliance. The
1997 part 64 Draft rule represents the most recent effort to respond to these requirements.

The Clean Air Act (Act) Amendments of 1990, Public Law 101-549, enacted on November
15, 1990, establish the legd authority for thisinformation collection. Section 502(b) directs EPA to
promulgate regulations that will require the owners or operators of certain stationary sources of air
pollution to conduct monitoring and to make compliance certifications. These provisons are st forth in
both title V' (operating permits provisons) and title VI (enforcement provisions) of the 1990
Amendments.

TitleV directs the Agency to implement monitoring and compliance certification requirements
through the operating permits program. Section 503(b)(2) requires at least annua certifications of
compliance with permit requirements and prompt reporting of deviations from permit requirements.
Section 504(a) mandates that owners or operators submit to the PA the results of any required
monitoring at least every sx months. This section dso requires permits to include “such other
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conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements’ of the Act. Section
504(b) of the Act aso alows the Agency to prescribe, by rule, methods and procedures for
determining compliance, and states that continuous emission monitoring systems need not be required if
other methods or procedures provide sufficiently reliable and timely informetion for determining
compliance. Under section 504(c), each operating permit must “ set forth inspection, entry, monitoring,
compliance certification, and reporting requirements to assure compliance with the permit terms and
conditions.”

Title VIl of the 1990 Amendments added a new section 114(a)(3) that requires EPA to
promulgate rules on enhanced monitoring and compliance certifications. This paragraph provided, in

part:

“The Adminigtrator shdl in the case of any person which isthe owner or operator of a
magjor stationary source, and may, in the case of any other person, require enhanced
monitoring and submission of compliance certifications. Compliance certifications shall
include (A) identification of the gpplicable requirement that is the bass of the
certification, (B) the method used for determining the compliance status of the source,
(C) the compliance gatus, (D) whether compliance is continuous or intermittent, (E)
such other facts as the Adminigtrator may require.”

The 1990 Amendments also revised section 114(a)(1) of the Act to provide additiond authority
concerning monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping requirements.  As amended, that section provides
the Administrator with the authority to require any owner or operator of a source, on aone-time,
periodic or continuous basisto:

(A) establish and maintain such records,

(B) make such reports;

(© inddl, use, and maintain such monitoring equipment;

(D) sample such emissions (in accordance with such procedures or methods, at such
locations, at such intervas, during such periods and in such manner asthe
Adminigtrator shdl prescribe);

(B) keep records on control equipment parameters, production variables, or other
indirect data when direct monitoring of emissonsisimpractica;

() submit compliance certifications in accordance with section 114(a)(3); and

(©)] provide such other information as the Administrator may reasonably require.

Obtaining ongoing compliance is atwo-step process. Firdt, the Agency must assure properly
designed control measures are ingtaled or otherwise employed. These measures include control
devices, process modifications, operating limitations and other control measures as gpplicable.
Furthermore, the Agency must assure the control measures are proven to be capable of achieving
gpplicable requirements. In the past, this step has been addressed through new source review
permitting, initid stack testing, compliance ingpections and Smilar mechanisms. Thetitle V permit
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gpplication and review process, including the gpplicant’sinitia compliance certification and compliance
plan obligations, will add another tool for assuring that source owners or operators have adopted
proper control measures for achieving compliance.

The second step involves monitoring by sources to determine continued assurance that the
source' s control measures, once ingtalled or otherwise employed, are properly operated and
maintained so that they do not deteriorate to the point where the owner or operator failsto remainin
compliance with gpplicable requirements. The Agency believes that monitoring, reporting,
recordkeeping and ongoing or recurring compliance certification requirements under titlesV and VI
should be designed so that owners or operators carry out this second step in assuring ongoing
compliance. The Agency has adopted the CAM approach to assure the proper operation and
maintenance of control measures employed by sources. CAM establishes monitoring to:

@ documenting continued operation of the control measures within ranges of specified indicators
of performance (such as emissions, control device parameters and process parameters) that are
designed to provide a reasonable assurance of compliance with applicable requirements;

2 indicating any excursons from these ranges, and

3 responding to the data so that excursons are corrected.

Thistype of monitoring is an gppropriate approach to enhanced monitoring in the context of title
V permitting for sgnificant emisson units that use control devices to achieve compliance with emisson
limits. In particular, CAM

1) provides cogt-effective achievement of air pollution emission reductions;
2) establishes voluntary compliance and sdf-certification by owners or operators, and
3) holds owners or operators accountable for regulated air pollutants emitted by units.

2(b) USE/USERSOF THE DATA

Owners or operators of affected emissons units will use the information as the basis for the
compliance certification required by the operating permit program, and as the basis for compliance
assurance monitoring reports. Sources will dso use the information to determine and maintain the
efficiency of process or emissons control devices.

PAs will use the information collected and submitted in permit goplicationsin determining
acceptability of proposed compliance assurance monitoring. The PAswill use source monitoring data
to assess compliance, as input into reports to other agencies, and, when necessary, as evidencein
enforcement proceedings. PAswill use the information on excursions and exceedances collected from
owners or operators to require the development and implementation by source operators of a Quality
Improvement Plan (QIP). The QIP will address the timetable, methods, and procedures for dealing
with these excursions and exceedances.
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PAswill dso collect summaries of information on compliance and will review the information as
part of their permitting responsibilities and ongoing compliance activities. Theinformation may be
entered into local, regiond, or nationa databases for review and action by air pollution control
agencies. Other Federa entities, such as the Department of Energy, may request and use the
information collected to fulfill gpecific misson objectives. Citizens may request the information collected
in order to determine the compliance status of any emissions unit or particular group of emissons units.

3. THE RESPONDENTSAND THE INFORMATION REQUESTED

3(@) RESPONDENTS/ SIC CODES
CAM agpplies to most Standard Industrid Classification (SIC) code groups and to certain
service industries regulated under the Act.
3(b) INFORMATION REQUESTED
3(b)(i) DATA ITEMS

The following matrices display the types of additiond data required by the part 64 CAM Rule,
aong with the location of the requirement in the rule.

FIGURE 3-1
DATA REQUIRED BY THE INFORMATION COLLECTION

Regulation
Additional Requirements for Permit Applications Reference
For all major source pollutant-specific emission units that satisfy the applicability 64.5

criteria outlined in 64.2, the owner or operator shall submit a proposed monitoring
approach to the PA. The monitoring approach shall be submitted as part of the
initial, revised, or renewed part 70 or 71 permit application.

Consgtent with the design requirementsin 64.3, the submission shdl include the following
information:

the indicators to be monitored to satisfy 64.3(a)(1)-(2). 64.4(a)(1)

either (i) the ranges or designated conditions for such indicators or (ii) the process by 64.4(a)(2)
which such indicator ranges or designated conditions shall be established.
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Regulation

Additional Requirements for Permit Applications Reference
the performance criteria for the monitoring to satisfy 64.3(b). 64.4(a)(3)
if applicable, the indicator ranges and performance criteria for a CEMS, COMS, or 64.4(a)(4)

PEMS pursuant to 64.3(d).

As part of the information submitted, the owner or operator shal submit:

a justification for the proposed elements of monitoring. The justification shall include 64.4(b)
any supporting data and may refer to any generally available sources of information
such as air pollution engineering manuals or EPA or PA publications. In addition,

the owner or operator may base the required justification exclusively on the

regulatory precedents cited in 64.4(b)(1)-(5). If the performance specifications
proposed to satisfy 64.3(b)(2) or (3) include differences from manufacturer
recommendations, the owner or operator shall explain the reasons for the differences.

control device (and process and capture system, if applicable) operating parameter 64.4(c)(1)
data obtained during the conduct of applicable compliance or performance tests.
Such data may be supplemented, if desired, by engineering assessments and
manufacturer’'s recommendations to justify the indicator ranges.

documentation to certify that no changes to the pollutant-specific emissions unit, 64.4(c)(2)
including the control device and capture system, have taken place.

If existing data from unit-specific compliance or performance testing specified in 64.4(c) are not
available, the owner or operator:

shall submit a test plan and schedule for obtaining such data; or 64.4(d)(1)

may submit indicator ranges (or procedures for establishing indicator ranges) that 64.4(d)(2)
rely on engineering assessments and other data, provided that the owner or operator
demonstrates that factors specific to the type of monitoring, control device, or
pollutant-specific emissions unit make compliance or performance testing
unnecessary to establish indicator ranges at levels that satisfy the criteria in 64.3(a).

If the monitoring submitted by the owner or operator requires ingtdlation, testing, or other necessary
activities prior to use for the purposes of part 64, the owner or operator shal include:

an implementation plan and 64.4(e)

schedule for installing, testing, and performing any other appropriate activities prior to 64.4(e)
the use of the monitoring.

Part 64 Compliance Assurance Monitoring Rule
Information Collection Request
Page 6




Reporting Requirements

Regulation
Reference

Submit monitoring reports in accordance with 70.6(a)(3)(iii). In addition the monitoring report shall

include:

summary information of the number, duration and cause (including unknown cause, if
applicable) of excursions or exceedances and the corrective actions taken.

64.9(a)(2)(i)

summary information of the number, duration and cause (including unknown cause, if
applicable) for monitor downtime incidents (other than downtime associated with zero
and span or other daily calibration checks, if applicable).

64.9(a)(2)(ii)

a description of the actions taken to implement a quality improvement plan (QIP)
specified in 64.8. Upon completion of a QIP, the owner or operator shall include in
the next summary report documentation that the implementation of the plan has
been completed and reduced the likelihood of similar levels of excursions or
exceedances occurring.

64.9(a)(2)(iii)

Recordkeeping Requirements

Regulation
Reference

Records shdl be maintained in accordance with the requirements specified in 70.6(8)(3)(ii). In

addition the records shdl include:

records of monitoring data 64.9(b)
monitor performance data 64.9(b)
any written QIP required pursuant to 64.8 64.9(b)
any corrective actions taken to implement a QIP 64.9(b)
data used to document the adequacy of monitoring 64.9(b)
records of monitoring maintenance. 64.9(b)
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Regulation
Additional Requirements for Compliance Certification Reference

For dl affected pollutant-specific units, an annud compliance certification isrequired. As part of the
compliance certification, it is necessary to identify:

each term or condition of the permit that is the basis of the certification. 70.6(c)(5)(iii))(A)

the method(s) or other means used by the owner or operator for determining the 70.6(c)(5)(iii)(B)
compliance status with each term and condition during the certification period, and
whether such methods or means provide continuous or intermittent data.

the status of compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit for the period 70.6(c)(5)(iii)(C)
covered by the certification

such other facts as the PA may require. 70.6(c)(5)(iii)(D)

3(b)(ii) RESPONDENT ACTIVITIES

Thefollowing ligt diplays typica activities sources will have to perform to meet the additiona
permit application, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements of CAM:

Review requirements;

Determine monitoring approach;
Specify monitoring plan ements;
Prepare documentation;

Revise CAM, as applicable;
Renew CAM & permit renewd;
Maintain records;

Submit reports;

Certify facility compliance.

OWCoNogak~wWNPRE

4, THE INFORMATION COLLECTED—AGENCY ACTIVITIES, COLLECTION
METHODOLOGY, AND INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

4@ AGENCY ACTIVITIES
State and locad agencies will perform the following activities

1. Rulefamiliarization;
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Determine gpplicability;

Review and approve/disapprove monitoring chosen by owners/operators,
Respond to requests for reviews/revisonsto CAM;

Review reports;

Evauate CAM renewds,

Review annud fadility certifications.

Noahs~wWDD

The EPA will perform the following activities:

1. Provide oversght and guidance to State and loca agencies;
2. Assess requests for dternative monitoring.

4(b) COLLECTION METHODOLOGY AND MANAGEMENT

CAM does not mandate the use of standardized forms for reporting information. 864.9(b)(2)
alows recordkeeping in avariety of mediaaslong as dl records are available for inspection and there
are no conflicts with other recordkeeping requirements. CAM data has the same scope as, and will be
collected in accordance with, the submission processes established under the part 70 Operating Permits
guidance.

4(c) SMALL ENTITY FLEXIBILITY

The Agency has assessed the impacts of the CAM Rule on small businesses, governments, and
organizationsin Chapter V of the rule' s Regulatory Impact Analyss. This assessment indicates the
draft CAM Rule will probably not have a Sgnificant impact on a subgtantial number of small entities
(SISNOSE). This conclusion is not unexpected since part 64 only affects “major sources’ of air pol-
Iution. Within mogt indudtrid categories, thereis adirect relaionship among the sze of afacility, the
number of employees, and the magnitude of emissons. These associations are used in the andysis of
the potentid smdl business impacts of CAM, aswell as government- and organization-owned facilities
that tend to emit rdatively smal amounts of air pollution. Most of these facilities are hospitd's, schools
or other facilities that primarily emit ar pollution from boilers used for heat and/or steam. Sources of
this type which serve smdler populations would tend not to emit enough pollution to quaify as mgor
sources and would not be subject to CAM requirements. For example, andysis of the database
creeted for the CAM economic andysis confirms that mgor State academic indtitutions are represented
whereas smdl ingtitutions, such as junior colleges are not. Municipa power plants gppear to be an
exception to thistrend, where even rdatively small power plants can be classified as magor sources of
ar pollution. The CAM Rule contains an exemption to help mitigate the impact on these sources.
These effects will be more fully discussed in the presentation below. Due to data congtraints which
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affect the methodologica approach, separate sections address smal business impacts and smal
governments/organizetions.

4(c)(i) MEASURESTO AVERT IMPACTSON SMALL ENTITIES

The Agency determined the benefits of additional monitoring requirements on small sources of
pollution would not justify the additiona cost incurred to achieve them. Section 502(a) of the Act
dlowsthat: “The Adminigrator, may, in the Administrator’ s discretion and conggtent with the
gpplicable provisons of [the Clean Air Act], promulgate regulations to exempt one of more source
categories (in whole or in part) from the requirements of title V if the Adminigtrator finds that
compliance with such requirements is impracticable, infeasible, or unnecessarily burdensome on such
categories, except that the Administrator may not exempt any mgor source from such requirements.”
Acting under this authority, the Agency exercised its discretionary authority and determined the current
level of monitoring performed by small sources of pollution is sufficient to fulfill the requirements of part
64, and decided to not subject these small sources of pollution to part 64 monitoring.

4(c)(i) MEASURES TO MITIGATE IMPACTS ON SMALL ENTITIES

The impact of permitting costs on smal firms can be mitigated in three ways. Firgt, net costs an
be reduced through the use of smal business stationary source technica and environmental compliance
assistance programs as called for in section 507 of the Act (at the Federd and State levels). These
programs may aleviate apart of the economic burden on small sources by establishing: 1) programsto
assigt smal businesses with determining what Act requirements gpply to their sources and when they
apply, and 2) guidance on dternative technologies and pollution prevention practices for small
businesses.

Second, the Agency can defer applicability for one or severa source categories. Small sources
can benefit from deferrd because they: 1) pay for ingtdlation, operation, and maintenance with chegper
(future year) dollars, and 2) will not be required to obtain a part 70 permit just to fulfill part 64
requirements.

Third, mitigation can be achieved by discretion of the Federa government. So long as the
sources can ensure no net loss of environmenta qudlity, the Agency can assess different requirements
for different pollution sources based upon different source characteristics. By imposing different
requirements on different source categories, those categories that are small business dominated could
pay less per ton, with the balance being absorbed by other categories which are primarily large business
dominated.

The Agency employed each of the above drategies to minimize the additiona cost imposed on
gamall entities. Further discussion of each can be found in the CAM Rule RIA.
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4d) COLLECTION SCHEDULE

Submission of initid source information required under part 64 depends on whether the unit is
classfied as“Large’ or “Other.” If the source' s permit gpplication has not been filed, is being revised,
or isnot complete, “Large’ units must submit monitoring information on or before the 180th day after
publication of thefind rulein the Federd Regider. If these conditions are not met, sources must submit
monitoring design criteria at the first Sgnificant permit revison, or & permit renewd, whichever occurs
fird. For dl other pollutant-specific emisson units subject to part 64 (i.e., “Other” units), the owner or
operator shdl submit the required information upon renewd of apart 70 or 71 permit.

Upon approva of the permit, sources must collect the information specified in their permitsin
accordance with the collection frequency specified, maintaining these data for at lesst five years.
Sources must aso submit semi-annua monitoring reports and annua compliance certifications.

4(e) ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE CONSIDERATIONS

The President’ s priorities in promoting environmenta justice are contained in Executive Order
#12898. In and of themselves, monitoring and enforcement requirements do not provide many
opportunities for identifying potentia environmental justice concerns. The grestest opportunity for
insuring and promoting environmentd justice under the CAM Rule actualy occur under part 70 and 71,
which provide the framework for public participation and empowerment.

5. NONDUPLICATION, CONSULTATIONS, AND OTHER COLLECTION
CRITERIA

5@ NONDUPLICATION

For gpproval of a proposed ICR, the Agency must ensure that it has taken every reasonable
step to avoid duplication in its paperwork requirements in accordance with 5 CFR 1320.9. The
proposed part 64 rulemaking is mandated by the Act, and supports the title V permit program under 40
CFR pat 70 aswell astitle VII enforcement provisions. Recognizing that many sources have aready
implemented monitoring strategies to fulfill their part 70 requirements, the part 64 monitoring guidelines
were carefully crafted by the Agency and OMB to minimize any unnecessary duplication. The part 64
CAM Rule has dso been carefully desgned to function, as much as possible, in a manner
complementary to that of the part 70 operating permit program managed by PAs.

5(b) CONSULTATIONS
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The Agency established aworkgroup to discuss and review CAM requirements. The work-
group reviewed extensive public input concerning the development of CAM, extending back to the
Enhanced Monitoring and Compliance Certification Rule of October, 1993. For example, apublic
meeting was held on August 22, 1991 (56 FR 37700-01) to explain the scope and impact of an
enhanced monitoring program. Asaresult of the public meeting, environmenta and industry groups
provided comments which eventudly led to a subsequent public meeting in August 1993, with a
proposed rule published October 22, 1993 (58 FR 54648).

During the public comment period following proposal, the Agency received gpproximeately
2,000 comment letters. These letters contained severa thousand individual comments on more than
500 mgor and minor issue topics. Because of some of the complex and difficult issuesraised, the
Agency held a series of stakeholder meetings in the fal of 1994, released draft sections of a possble
find rule, and then officialy reopened the public comment period on specific issues on December 28,
1994 (59 FR 66844). An additiond stakeholder meeting was held near the close of that reopened
comment period, and more than 200 additiona comment |etters were received.

In April 1995, EPA decided to shift the emphasis of part 64 and issued a press rel ease that
indicated the EPA’ sintent to hold a public meeting to discuss the potential changes to the proposed
enhanced monitoring rule. The Agency then contacted various stakeholder groups so that they would
have the opportunity to participate. A forma notice of the meeting was aso published in the Federal
Register on May 26, 1995 (60 FR 27943). Approximately 200 people attended the meeting on May
31, 1995, and many additional people attended the follow-up meetings held in June 1995 in Wash-
ington, DC; Cincinnati; Ddlas, and Portland, Oregon. The Agency then drafted a CAM preamble and
rule for public discusson and comment and held another public meeting in September 1995. (See 60
FR 48679, September 20, 1995, for the formal Federal Register notice of that meeting and request
for comment.) Approximately 150 people attended that meeting, and the EPA received more than 60
written comment |etters on the draft rule package. The Agency subsequently issued a draft final part 64
and discussion document in August 1996 and held another public meeting in September 1996.
Approximately 200 people attended and 120 written comment |etters were submitted during the
comment period. The Agency aso has held numerous informa stakeholder discussions with interested
parties to discuss the CAM gpproach, and recelved additiona written comments during the period
snce April 1996.

In April 1997, EPA released a draft Regulatory Hexibility Andysiswith supporting cost
documentation and solicited public comment. Following this release, EPA revised the CAM rule and
prepared the 1997 part 64 Draft rule. It isthisverson of CAM that isthe focus of this Information
Collection Request.

5(c) EFFECTSOF LESSFREQUENT COLLECTION

As part of the permit application required under the operating permit program, an owner or
operator must submit to the PA monitoring that satisfies the design requirementsin 864.3. In addition, it
must be demondtrated that the proposed monitoring is sufficient to provide compliance satus
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information. Without such information, PAswill be unable to issue complete permits. Furthermore,
owners or operators will be unable to certify compliance with emissons limitations or standards unless
costly reference test methods are employed. Part 64 requires semi-annua reports because the statue
requires al monitoring reports to be submitted at least semiannualy (section 504(a)). In addition,
without timely evauation of the reports, excess emissons of regulated air pollutants could rise.
Consequently, less frequent collection of monitoring information is not permissible under the statute and
could result in anet loss of environmentd qudity and was not considered for this rulemaking.

5(d) GENERAL GUIDELINES

OMB's generd guiddines for information collections must be adhered to by dl Federd
Agenciesfor gpprova of any rulemaking's collection methodology. 1n accordance with the
requirements of 5 CFR 1320.5, the Agency bdlieves:.

1. The part 64 regulations do not require periodic reporting more frequently that semi-annualy.
2. The part 64 regulations do not require respondents to participate in any Satistical survey.
3. Written responses to Agency inquiries are not required to be submitted in less than thirty days.

4, Specid condderation has been given in the design of part 64 to ensure that the requirements
are, to the grestest extent possible, the same for Federal requirements and those permitting
authorities who dready have monitoring programsin place.

5. Confidentia, proprietary, and trade secret information necessary for the completeness of the
respondent's permit are protected from disclosure under the requirements of  8503(€) and
8114(c) of the Act.

6. The part 64 regulations do not require more that one original and two copies of the permit
goplication, update, or revision to be submitted to the Agency.

7. Respondents do not receive remuneration for the preparation of reports required by the Act or
part 64.

8. To the greatest extent possible, the Agency has taken advantage of automated methods of
reporting.

9. The Agency believes the impact of part 64 on smdl entities to be inggnificant and not
disproportionate.
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The recordkeeping and reporting requirements contained in the proposed CAM program
regulations do not exceed any of the Paperwork Reduction Act guiddines contained in 5 CFR 1320.5,
except for the guiddine which limits retention of records by respondents to three years. The CAM
program and the operating permit program require both respondents and State or local agenciesto
retain records for a period of five years. The judtification for this exception isfound in 28 U.S.C.

2462, which specifiesfive years as the generd datute of limitations for Federd clamsin responseto
violations by regulated entities. Thedecisonin U.S. v. Conoco, Inc., No. 83-1916-E (W.D. Okla,
January 23, 1984) found that the five year genera statute of limitations gpplied to the Clean Air Act.

56 CONFIDENTIALITY AND SENSITIVE QUESTIONS
5(e)(i) CONFIDENTIALITY

Confidentidity is not an issue for this rulemaking.  1n accordance with the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990, the monitoring information to be submitted by sources as apart of their permit
gpplication and update; applications for revisons and renewasis amatter of public record. To the
extent that the information required is proprietary, confidentid, or of a nature that could impair the
ability of the source to maintain its market pogition, that information is collected and handled subject to
the requirements of 8503(e) and 8114(c) of the Act. Information received and identified by owners or
operators as confidential businessinformation (CBI) and approved as CBI by EPA, in accordance with
Title 40, Chapter 1, Part 2, Subpart B, shal be maintained appropriately (see 40 CFR 2; 41 FR
36902, September 1, 1976; amended by 43 FR 39999, September 8, 1978; 43 FR 42251,
September 28, 1978; 44 FR 17674, March 23, 1979).

5()(ii) SENSITIVE QUESTIONS

The condderation of sengtive questions, (i.e., sexud, religious, persond or other private
matters), is not gpplicable to thisrulemaking.  The information gathered for purposes of establishing an
operating permit for a source do not include persona data on any owner or operator.

6. ESTIMATING THE BURDEN AND COST OF THE COLLECTION

This section discusses the development of burden estimates and their conversion estimatesinto
costs, which are separated into burden costs and capital and O&M cogts. According to the latest
guidance for ICRs (EPA 1995), capitd and O&M costs display the cost of any new capita equipment
the source or PA may have to purchase solely for information collection, assmilation, and storage
purposes. For example, if a source had to purchase anew mini-computer to store and manipulate
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CEM data, that computer would be a cost of administration subject to reporting inthe ICR. In
addition, the latest guidance ingtructs the Agency to differentiate the burden associated with asource's
labor and that which it hires through outside contractors. To the extent a source contracts out for
adminidrative purposes (e.g., employing consultants to perform monitoring functions), the burden
associated with those contracted tasks are not a burden to the source - they are acost. Because the
Agency began gathering data for this andys's before the development of the new ICR guidance, it did
not anticipate a need to differentiate between source and contractor burden. Consequently, the Agency
believes an adjustment of the burden and costs associated with the CAM Ruleis beyond the scope of
thisandyss Given the direction of the 1995 guidance, the reader should reed this section with the
following consderations in mind:

. The Agency beieves the amount of time necessary to perform atask isindependent of the
origins of itslabor. In other words, if a source would employ X hours of burden to fully
perform afunction, then a contractor hired by the source would aso take X hours to perform
that sametask. Furthermore, the Agency assumes no economies or diseconomies of scadein
that the linear combination of any amount of contractor and source effort will dso sum to X.
Therefore, the burden estimates in this ICR act as an upper bound to the total burden to
affected sources and PAS, given the affected entity does not employ contracted labor.

. For some burden categories, the Agency believes the hours assigned to them will be divided
between the source and outside contractors. For these categories, the Agency established a
composite cost per hour by devel oping a weighted average of the source and contractor wages,
with the weight defined by the percentage of total effort each burden source applied.
Consequently, if the Agency were to re-assess the cost of part 64 under the 1995 guidance
methodol ogy, the cost would be the same, with a portion of it shifted to capital and O&M
cogts, rather than included in the bottom line burden and cost estimates. The cost developed in
this ICR should be interpreted as an upper bound on the actua cost of adminigtration by the
source or PA. The methodology for determining cost per hour can be found in greater detail in
section 6(b), below.

6(@) ESTIMATING RESPONDENT BURDEN

This section presents estimates of the burden hours expected to be incurred at sources with
emission units affected by Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM). Applying the same methodology
used for thisrulemaking' s RIA, the Agency established estimates for five sample States and then
extrapolated those data to the Nation. Results are contained in Tables 6-1 through 6-4. These tables
summarize burden impacts for dl pollutants by activity. The burden estimates reflect the expert
judgement of EPA saff, contractors, and industry experts. All burden estimates represent the
increment over part 70 requirements.
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TABLE 6.1

WORKSHEET FOR SOURCE COSTS AND LABOR HOURS

64.5(a) “Large”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

Annual - Per Respondent Respondents Annual Average
Labor Hours Cost Year Cost* 2 Labor
Task CAM Activities: IMgmt. Tech. ($1995) 1 2 3 ($1995 ) Hours
1 Review Requirements
Facilities affected by parts 64 & 70 5 15 $900 106 O 0 $34 707
2 Determine Monitoring Approach
Units without existing monitoring 0.75 2.25 $135 43 7 29 $4 78
Units with existing monitoring 0.25 0.75 $45 49 7 34 $1 30
3 Specify Monitoring Elements
Units w/o existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 4 12 $720 38 6 26 $17 369
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 2 6 $360 5 1 3 $1 25
Units with existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 2 6 $360 28 4 20 $6 139
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 1 3 $180 20 3 14 $2 50
4 Design Documentation
Units w/o existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 0 4 $160 38 6 26 $4 92
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 0 2 $80 5 1 3 $0 6
Units with existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 0 2 $80 28 4 20 $1 35
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 0 1 $40 20 3 14 $1 13
5 CAM Revisions
Units w/o existing monitoring 0 4 $160 $0 5
Units with existing monitoring 0 2 $80 $0 3
6 CAM Renewal 2 6 $360 0 0 62 $7 165
7 Recordkeeping Activities
Incremental recordkeeping burden
(upgrade systems) 0 26 $1,040 0 1 1 $1 13
Daily record keeping for new work
practices 0 390 $15,600 0 2 $22 584
Incremental recordkeeping burden (VE) 0 26 $1,040 0 2 $2 39
8 Incremental reporting 0 1 $40 0 91 106 $3 66
9 Facility certification 0.71 0 $42 0 91 106 $3 46
Burden Activities: $108 2,465
Capital and O&M Costs:® $123
Total Annualized Cost: $232
I _
Subtotal Planning, Revisions, Renewals & Certifications (Tasks #1 - #6, #9): $80 1,763
Subtotal Recordkeeping Activities (Task #7): $25 636
Subtotal Reporting Activities (Task #8): $3 66
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1 In Thousands of dollars
2 Zero values indicate rounded annual costs of less than $500.

3 This number is a gross aggregate of the annualized cost of new equipment, consistent but not separately identified in the
RIA.
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TABLE 6.2

WORKSHEET FOR SOURCE COSTS AND LABOR HOURS
64.5(a) “Large”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

TOTAL HOURS * TOTAL COST 23
Task CAM Activities: Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3
1 Review Requirements
Facilities affected by parts 64 & 70 2,120 0 0 $95 $0 $0
2 Determine Monitoring Approach
Units without existing monitoring 128 20 88 $6 $1 $4
Units with existing monitoring 49 7 34 $2 $0 $2
3 Specify Monitoring Elements
Units w/o existing monitoring: non 600 92 414 $27 $4 $19
CEM/COM response
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM 40 6 28 $2 $0 $1
response
Units with existing monitoring: non 227 35 157 $10 $2 $7
CEM/COM response
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM 82 13 56 $4 $1 $3
response
4 Design Documentation
Units w/o existing monitoring: non 150 23 104 $6 $1 $4
CEM/COM response
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM 10 2 7 $0 $0 $0
response
Units with existing monitoring: non 57 9 39 $2 $0 $2
CEM/COM response
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM 20 3 14 $1 $0 $1
response
5 CAM Revisions
Units w/o existing monitoring 11 $0 $0 $0
Units with existing monitoring 6 $0 $0 $0
6 CAM Renewal 494 $0 $0 $22
7 Recordkeeping Activities
Incremental recordkeeping burden 0 19 22 $0 $1 $1
(upgrade systems)
Daily record keeping for new work 0 808 943 $0 $32 $38
practices
Incremental recordkeeping burden (VE) 0 54 63 $0 $2 $3
8 Incremental reporting 91 106 $0 $4 $4
9 Facility certification 64 75 $0 $4 $5

1
2
3

Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year.

(In thousands of $1995)

Zero values indicate rounded annual costs of less than $500.
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TABLE 6.3
WORKSHEET FOR SOURCE COSTS AND LABOR HOURS
64.5(b) “Other”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

Annual - Per Respondent Respondents Annual Average
Labor Hours Cost Year Cost* 2 Labor
Task CAM Activities: IMgmt. Tech. ($1995) 1 2 3 ($1995 ) Hours
1 Review Requirements
1,07
Facilities affected by parts 64 & 70 5 15 $900 3 0 0 $344 7,153
2 Determine Monitoring Approach
Units without existing monitoring 0.75 2.25 $135 0 0 254 $11 254
Units with existing monitoring 0.25 0.75 $45 0 0 214 $3 71
3 Specify Monitoring Elements
Units w/o existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 4 12 $720 0 0 247 $55 1,316
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 2 6 $360 0 0 7 $1 20
Units with existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 2 6 $360 0 0 187 $21 500
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 1 3 $180 0 0 26 $1 35
4  Design Documentation
Units w/o existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 0 4 $160 0 0 247 $12 329
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 0 2 $80 0 0 7 $0 5
Units with existing monitoring: non
CEM/COM response 0 2 $80 0 0 187 $5 125
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM
response 0 1 $40 0 0 26 $0 9
5 CAM Revisions
Units w/o existing monitoring 0 4 $160 0 0 0 $0 0
Units with existing monitoring 0 2 $80 0 0 0 $0 0
6 CAM Renewal 2 6 $360 0 0 468 $52 1,248
7 Recordkeeping Activities
Incremental recordkeeping burden
(upgrade systems) 0 26 $1,040 0 0 0 $0 0
Daily record keeping for new instrumental
systems 0 130 $5,200 0 0 0 $0 0
Incremental recordkeeping burden (VE) 0 26 $1,040 0 0 0 $0 0
8 Incremental reporting 0 1 $40 0 0 0 $0 0
9  Facility certification 0.71 0 $42 0 0 0 $0 0
Burden Activities: $506 11,065
Capital and O&M Costs:* $0
Total Annualized Cost: $506
Subtotal Planning, Revisions, Renewals & Certifications (Tasks #1 - #6, #9): $506
Subtotal Recordkeeping Activities (Task #7): $0
Subtotal Reporting Activities (Task #8): $0
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1 In Thousands of dollars
2 Zero values indicate rounded annual costs of less than $500.

3 This number is a gross aggregate of the annualized cost of new equipment, consistent but not separately identified in the
RIA.
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TABLE 6.4
WORKSHEET FOR SOURCE COSTS AND LABOR HOURS
64.5(b) “Other”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

TOTAL HOURS * TOTAL COST %3
Task CAM Activities: Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3

1 Review Requirements

Facilities affected by parts 64 & 70 21,460 0 0 $966 $0 $0
2 Determine Monitoring Approach

Units without existing monitoring 0 0 763 $0 $0 $34

Units with existing monitoring 0 0 214 $0 $0 $10
3 Specify Monitoring Elements

Units w/o existing monitoring: non

CEM/COM response 0 0 3,949 $0 $0 $178

Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM

response 0 0 59 $0 $0 $3

Units with existing monitoring: non

CEM/COM response 0 0 1,499 $0 $0 $67

Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM

response 0 0 106 $0 $0 $5
4  Design Documentation

Units w/o existing monitoring: non

CEM/COM response 0 0 987 $0 $0 $39

Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM

response 0 0 15 $0 $0 $1

Units with existing monitoring: non

CEM/COM response 0 0 375 $0 $0 $15

Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM

response 0 0 26 $0 $0 $1
5 CAM Revisions

Units w/o existing monitoring 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0

Units with existing monitoring 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0
6 CAM Renewal 0 0 3,744 $0 $0 $168
7 Recordkeeping Activities

Incremental recordkeeping burden

(upgrade systems) 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0

Daily record keeping for new instrumental

systems 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0

Incremental recordkeeping burden (VE) 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0
8 Incremental reporting 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0
9 Facility certification 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0

1 Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year.
2 (In thousands of $1995)
3 Zero values indicate rounded annual costs of less than $500.

The Agency assgned emisson unitsto one of two categories. Thefirgt category, “Large’ units,
gpplies to units that have the potentia to emit the applicable regulated air pollutant in an amount equa to
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or greater than 100 percent of the amount, in tons per year, required for a source to be classfied asa
magor source. The remaining emisson units are categorized as* Other.”

Due to the differences in monitoring frequency requirements and implementation schedules for
the“Large’ and “Other” emission units, the Agency caculated the associated burdens separately.
Tables 6-1 and 6-2 report labor burdens for “Large’ units, and Tables 6-3 and 6-4 report burden for
“Other” units. For each type of unit, the firgt table summarizes the average annua burdens for each
activity. Average annud labor burden is computed as the arithmetic average of annud |abor burden
across the firgt three years of the information collection. Annual burden is computed as the product of
the annua labor hours per respondent for a specific activity and the number of respondents. The
average annud labor burden over the firgt three years for the large and other emissons unitsin the five
sample States is estimated to be 2,465 hours and 11,065 hours, respectively.

Tables 6-2 and 6-4 report the yearly burden by activity for the five sample States. These tables
more clearly identify varigionsin burden over time by activity. Thetiming of activitiesis determined
from the implementation schedule presented in the RIA. Because the large units are subject to afaster
implementation schedule than the other units, the burden estimates for the early years of implementation
are higher for the large units. Estimates for the firgt three years are shown so asto coincide with the
term length of the Information Collection. An atifact of the three-year andyssis that the CAM Rule
burden and costs reported in this ICR do not fully reflect the scope of the part 64 requirements. Due to
timing congderations, some sources can avoid initid reporting for dmogt ten years, as shown in Tables
V-22 and 1V-23.

6(b) ESTIMATING RESPONDENT COSTS

Tables 6-1 and 6-2 show the costs associated with “Large” emisson units and Tables 6-3 and
6-4 show the costs associated with the “ Other” emission units. Each pair of tables shows average
annua impacts and year-by-year impacts, respectively. Burden cogtsin Tables6-1 and 6-2 are
classfied into one of three categories. costs associated with CAM design activities, recordkeeping
activities, or reporting activities. Also, for capitd and O&M codts, the tables only report aggregate
totals. The nature of the data prohibits any further disaggregation. All cost estimates represent the
increment over part 70 requirements.

The RIA methodology relies on a bottom-up methodology to develop most activity costs.
Thus, the methodology starts with hour estimates for activities and assumed labor rates to derive
congstent cost estimates. This study identifies two labor categories: a management level category with
awage rate of $60.00/hour (1995 dollars) and atechnica staff category with arate of $40.00/hour
(1995 dollars). For some tasks, awage rate of $45.00/hour is assumed. The $45/hour rateisa
weighted average of the two labor category rates, representing a mixture of labor categories and is
generdly consstent with the wage rate assumptions used in other recent EPA rulemakings. Theserate
assumptions are dso consgtent with the CAM RIA.

For each response activity, Tables 6-1 and 6-3 display the Annua Labor Hours per
Respondent (by labor category) assumed necessary to complete the activities. InthisICR, a
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respondent is generaly a pollutant specific emissons unit. For each activity, the Annud Cost per
Respondent is computed by applying the appropriate wage rate to the number of |abor hoursin that
category. Tota Respondents for each of the three years of the ICR is derived by gpplying the schedule
of implementation to the total number of respondents (for the five sample States), asfound in the RIA.
Applying the Annua Cost per Respondent to the number of respondents in each of the three yearsin
the ICR, discounting the annual totals at ared rate of 7 percent per OMB guidance, and annudizing
their sum yields the Annualized Cost for each burden activity. From Tables 6-1 and 6-3, the total
annudized cost ($1995) for burden activities for the five sample States is $232 thousand for “Large’
units and $506 thousand for the “ Other” units.

Burden activity subtotds are reported for Recordkeeping Activities and Reporting Activitiesin
Tables 6-1 and 6-3. Annudized recordkeeping costs are $25 thousand and $0 for the “Large’ and
“Other” units respectively. Annualized reporting costs are calculated to be $3 thousand and $0 for the
“Large’ and “Other” emisson units respectively. The recordkeeping and reporting costs for the other
sources are estimated to be zero over the firgt three years because of the longer implementation time-
table for these sources.

The Agency calculates capitd and O&M costs separately for items associated with the
collection request. All capital equipment costs for durable monitoring equipment are annudized over
the expected life of the equipment and discounted at a seven percent red rate, which is consstent with
the RIA. Tables6-1 and 6-3 show the Capita and O&M costs associated with the “Large’ and
“Other” units respectively for the five sample States. Table 6-1 lists the capita and O&M costs
associated with the “Large’ as $123 thousand per year. This brings the totd annualized ICR cogts for
the five sample States for the “Large” units to $233 thousand per year. Table 6-3 ligts“ Other”
emissions units as having no incrementd capita or O&M codts over the first three years. Therefore,
totd annualized ICR costs for the five sample States for the other units are $506 thousand.

Tables 6-2 and 6-4 display the year-by-year costs for completion of each activity. Tota Hours
is computed across labor categories by multiplying the annud labor hours by the corresponding annua
number of respondents (found in Tables 6-1 and 6-3). Tota Cost is computed analogous to Tota
Hours from the multiplication of Annua Cost with the corresponding annua number of respondents for
the “Large’ and “Other” units, respectively. The information provided in Tables 6-2 and 6-4 illustrates
the variation in burden and costs in the firgt three years of the information collection. Asdiscussed in
the RIA, only aportion of dl CAM affected emissons units will begin monitoring activities within the
three year period covered by thisinformation collection.

6(c) ESTIMATING AGENCY BURDEN AND COST

Tables 6-5 through 6-8 show the burden and costs for State and Local Agencies associated
with the five sample States. Tables 6-5 and 6-6 display the annud and yearly summaries of the burden
and cogts for actions related to large pollutant specific emissions units, while Tables 6-7 and 6-8 display
this summary information for actions related to the other pollutant specific emissons units. Seven
activities are shown in the tables which the Agency believes fully defines the State and Local Agencies

Part 64 Compliance Assurance Monitoring Rule
Information Collection Request
Page 23



burden under part 64. The methodology used to derive the State and Local burden hours and costs
parallels the procedures described in the RIA. The gpproach is a“bottom-up” approach with the
estimates of the labor hours needed to perform each activity combined with an estimate of the number
of respondents. The labor hour estimates for each activity are based on the expert knowledge of EPA
gaff. Column 2 of Tables 6-5 and 6-7 reflects the estimates of the annua abor hours required for each
respondent to complete the Six activities under consderation. For the firgt activity, gpplicability is
defined on an Agency basis. Applicability for the other activitiesis expected to be related to the
number of pollutant points. The labor estimates for these activities reflect the PA hours required to
complete the activities for one pollutant specific emissons unit. Depending on the activity, the labor
hours required may be broken out by the type of existing monitoring and the type of response.

Column 3 of Tables 6-5 and 6-7 shows the annua cost per respondent. Thisestimateis
obtained by multiplying the annua Iabor hoursin column 2 by a PA hourly labor rate of $40.00 (1995
dollars). Columns4, 5, and 6 of Tables 6-5 and 6-7 report the numbers of respondents for each of the
three years under consderation. Task 1, which isan Agency specific activity, will occur only in the first
year of theanalyss. The respondent estimates for the remaining tasks are for pollutant specific
emissons units and are dependent on the timing of the units completion of the permit application.
Column 7 reports the average annud labor hours. The annudized costs for each activity are shown in
column 8. The costs are reported in 1995 dollars and reflect atime horizon of three yearsand ared
discount rate of 7 percent. Tota annudized costs for the PAs are estimated to be $12,619 and
$38,893, respectively, for the large and other sources.

Tables 6-6 and 6-8 report the yearly summaries of the labor hours and costs associated with
each of the tasks for the three year period under consideration. Labor hours for each year are obtained
by multiplying the annual labor hours per respondent by the number of respondentsin each year. Totd
cogtsin each year are caculated by multiplying the total hoursin each year by the labor rate of $40.00.

The operating permits program requires State permit program costs to be paid for through
permitting fees. Therefore, mog, if not al of the State and Loca agency cost for CAM can be shifted
to the respondents.

Burden estimates for Federa activities focus on the provision of guidance and oversight to State
and local agencies and to review requests for aternative monitoring practices. EPA estimates that 2
percent of affected pollutant points will request dternative monitoring annualy. This etimate is based
on higtorica datafor related actions under other regulations. Each request can be processed with two
hours of labor a arate of $34/hour. Because of the smal number of sources initiating monitoring within
the three year period covered by this ICR, the impact of these actions is expected to be negligible.
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Table 6.5
PERMITTING AUTHORITY ANNUAL LABOR HOURS AND COSTS
64.5(a) “Large”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

Per Respondent Respondents Total Annual

Task CAM Activities Labor ®  Cost Yearl Year2 Year3 ] Labor® costs
Rule Familiarization 54 $2,158 5 0 0 90 $4
Applicability Determination 0.67 $27 0 91 15 24 $1

Initial CAM Review

Units w/o existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response $80 0 38 6 29 $1
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM response $40 0 5 1 2 $0
Units with existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response 1 $40 0 28 5 11 $0
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM response 0.5 $20 0 20 3 4 $0
CAM Revisions $0
Units w/o existing monitoring 1 $40 0 1 3 1 $0
Units with existing monitoring 0.5 $20 0 1 3 1 $0
Review Reports 2 $80 0 91 107 132 $5
CAM Renewals 1 $40 0 0 0 0 $0
Certifications 0.33 $13 0 91 107 22 $1
Total Cost and Burden: 316 $13

FN R RN

In real $1995.
In thousands of real $1995.
In hours.

Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year.

Table 6.6
PERMITTING AUTHORITY LABOR HOURS AND COSTS
64.5(a) “Large”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

Total Hours Per Year! Total Costs Per Year® ®
Tﬁask CAM Agtivities Yegr 1 Yegr 2 Yegr 3 Yegr 1 Year_2 Year&

Rule Familiarization 270 0 0 $11 $0 $0
Applicability Determination 0 61 10 $0 $2 $0
Initial CAM Review
Units w/o existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response 0 75 13 $0 $3 $1
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM response 0 5 1 $0 $0 $0
Units with existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response 0 28 5 $0 $1 $0
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM response 0 10 2 $0 $0 $0
CAM Revisions
Units w/o existing monitoring 0 1 3 $0 $0 $0
Units with existing monitoring 0 1 2 $0 $0 $0
Review Reports 0 183 213 $0 $7 $9
CAM Renewals 0 0 0 $0 $0 $0
Certifications 0 30 36 $0 $1 $1
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1 Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year).
2 In thousands of 1995 dollars.
3 Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year.
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TABLE 6.7
PERMITTING AUTHORITY LABOR HOURS AND COSTS
64.5(a) “Other”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

Per Respondent Respondents Total Annual
Task CAM Activities Labor® Cost | Yearl Year2 Year3 | Labor costs
1 Rule Familiarization 546 $21,842 910 $39
2 Applicability Determination 0.67 $27 0 0 0 0 $0
3 Initial CAM Review
Units w/o existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response 2 $80 0 0 0 0 $0
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM response 1 $40 0 0 0 0 $0
Units with existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response 1 $40 0 0 0 0 $0
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM response 0.5 $20 0 0 0 0 $0
4 CAM Revisions $0
Units w/o existing monitoring 1 $40 0 0 0 0 $0
Units with existing monitoring 0.5 $20 0 0 0 0 $0
5 Review Reports 2 $80 0 0 0 0 $0
6 CAM Renewals 1 $40 0 0 0 0 $0
7__ Certifications 0.33 $13 0 0 0 0 $0
Total Cost and Burden: 910 $39
1 Inreal $1995.
2 Inthousands of real $1995.
3 Inhours.
4  Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year.

TABLE 6.8
PERMITTING AUTHORITY LABOR HOURS AND COSTS
64.5(a) “Other”; Five Sample States - All Pollutants

1
2
3

Yearlx Summary

Total Hours Per Year?

Year 1

Rule Familiarization

Applicability Determination

Initial CAM Review

Units w/o existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response
Units w/o existing monitoring: CEM/COM response
Units with existing monitoring: non CEM/COM response
Units with existing monitoring: CEM/COM response
CAM Revisions

Units w/o existing monitoring

Units with existing monitoring

Review Reports

CAM Renewals

Certifications

2,730 0
0 0

o O o o
o O o o

o O O o o
o O O o o

Year 2

Total Costs Per Year®®
Year 3 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3

0 $109 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0 $0
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1 Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year).
2 In thousands of 1995 dollars.
3 Total hours per respondent multiplied by the number of respondents during a given year.

6(d SUMMARY BURDEN HOUR AND COST ESTIMATES

Tables 6-9 and 6-10 display the annua average burden hours and annualized costs incurred for
the five sample States and Nation, respectively. Results are reported for the “Large” and * Other”
sources and for PA activities related to these sources. Table 6-9 presents the summary burden and
cost estimates for the five sample States. These data include the annualized cogts for reporting and
recordkeeping activities as well as the annualized costs for capital equipment and O& M. Table 6-10
displays annua average burden hours and costsincurred for the nation. The results of Table 6-10 are
based on the five sample gates results found in Table 6-9. The results from the five sample States are
extrapolated by afactor of ten to arrive a the totals representative of the nation. This corresponds to
the approach used in the RIA to develop national results.

Table 6-9
SAMPLE STATE RESULTS

Annual Burden Annualized Capital
Respondent Hours Annualized Cost * and O&M*

Large Units 2,465 $108 $123

Other Units 11,065 $506 $0

PAs (large units) 316 $13 $0

PAs (other units) 910 $39 $0

Federal Authorities ?

Total 14,756 $666 $123

1 Inthousands of $1995.
2 Burden hours and costs are expected to be negligible.

Table 6-10
NATIONAL RESULTS
Annual Burden Annualized Capital
Respondent Hours Annualized Cost* and O&M*
Large Units 24,650 $1,080 $1,230
Other Units 110,650 $5,060 $0
PAs (large units) 3,160 $126 $0
PAs (other units) 9,100 $389 $0
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Federal Authority?

Total 147,560 $6,655 $1,230

1 Inthousands of $1995.
2 Burden hours and costs are expected to be negligible.

6(e) REASONSFOR CHANGE IN BURDEN

Thisisan initid request for clearance for the information collection required for the part 64
Compliance Assurance Monitoring Rule. Therefore, the request contains no changes from a previoudy
exiging reques.

6(f) BURDEN STATEMENT

Burden meansthe tota time, effort, or financia resources expended by persons to generéte,
maintain, retain, or disclose or provide informetion to or for a Federa agency. Thisindudesthetime
needed to review indructions; develop, acquire, ingall, and utilize technology and systems for the
purposes of collecting, validating, and verifying information, processing and maintaining information, and
disclosing and providing information; adjust the existing ways to comply with any previoudy applicable
ingructions and requirements; train personnd to be able to respond to a collection of information;
search data sources, complete and review the collection of information; and transmit or otherwise
disclose the information. The Agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information unlessit displays a currently valid OMB control number. The
OMB control numbers for EPA’sregulations are listed in 40 CFR Part 9 and 48 CFR Chapter 15.

Send comments on the Agency’ s need for this information, the accuracy of the provided burden
edimates, and any suggested methods for minimizing respondent burden, including through the use of
automated collection techniques to the Director, OPPE Regulatory Information Division, U.S.
Environmenta Protection Agency (2137), 401 M St. SW., Washington D.C. 20460; and to the Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and Budget, 725 17th Street, N.W.,
Washington D.C. 20503, Attention: Desk Officer for EPA. Include the EPA ICR number and OMB
control number in any correspondence.
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